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DETAILED ACTION 
Preliminary Remarks 

1 . This Office action responds to the amendment and arguments filed by applicant on 
April 27, 2006 in reply to the previous Office action on the merits, mailed November 16, 2005. 

2. The amendment of claims 24, 25, 32, 70, and 71 by applicant in the reply filed 
April 27, 2006 is hereby acknowledged. 

3. PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the examiner handling this application has changed. The 
new examiner is Jerry O 'Connor. The Group Art Unit number is unchanged and is still 3627. 

Election/Restriction 

4. This application contains claims 1-23 drawn to an invention nonelected with traverse in the 
reply filed September 12, 2003. A complete reply to the final rejection must include cancellation of 
the nonelected claims or other appropriate action (37 CFR 1.144). See MPEP § 821.01. 

Drawings 

5 . Corrected or substitute formal drawings were received on April 1 2, 200 1 . These 
drawings are acceptable. 



Application: 09/747,908 



Paper No. 20060710 



Art Unit: 3627 



Pages 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the 
United States. 

(e) the invention was described in- 

(1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in the United States 
before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed 
under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effect under this subsection of a national 
application published under section 122(b) only if the international application designating the 
United States was published under Article 21(2)(a) of such treaty in the English language; or 

(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that a patent shall not be deemed filed in the United 
States for the purposes of this subsection based on the filing of an international application filed 
under the treaty defined in section 351(a). 

7. Claims 24-73 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Brown et al. 
(US 6,532,450). 

Brown et al. disclose an account reconciliation system that utilizes a remote computer 
associated with a subsidiary (see e.g., Figure 2; 62; Fig. 1; 20, 22; col. 3, lines 52-65 ), a remote 
computer associated with the parent (it is noted that as broadly claimed, the col. 3 shows that a 
computer is associated with at least another division and therefore is associated with the parent); 
a centralized database (see Figure 2, 60); and a server associated with the parent (since it is 
associated with at least a division which is associated with the parent - e.g., col. 3, lines 52-65, 
Fig. 1; 18) capable of performing all recited steps. 
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Regarding claims 32 and 70, Brown et al. disclose an account reconciliation system that 
utilizes a subsidiary client sub-system comprising a browser; a remote computer associated with 
the parent (it is noted that as broadly claimed, the col. 3 shows that a computer is associated with 
at least another division and therefore is associated with the parent); a data storage device 
capable of storing all recited information (see Figure 2, 60); and a server sub-system associated 
with the parent (since it is associated with at least a division which is associated with the parent 
- e.g., col. 3, lines 52-65, Fig. 1; 18) capable of performing all recited steps. 

Regarding dependent claims 25-31, 33-69, and 71-73, it is noted that Brown shows all 
elements. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by tiie 
manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 24-27, 30-34, 37-48, 50-60, and 62-73 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Brown et al. (US 6,532,450), in view of the well known prior art. 

Brown et al. disclose an account reconciliation system that utilizes a remote computer 
associated with a subsidiary (see e.g., Figure 2; 62; Fig. 1; 20, 22; col. 3, lines 52-65 ), a remote 
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computer associated with the parent (it is noted that as broadly claimed, the col. 3 shows that a 
computer is associated with at least another division and therefore is associated with the parent); 
a centralized database (see Figure 2, 60); and a server associated with the parent (since it is 
associated with at least a division which is associated with the parent - e.g., col. 3, lines 52-65, 
Fig. 1; 18) configured for receiving data from the other computers, calculating and reporting a 
variance to a user, reconciling, and updating a variance over a network (see e.g.. Figure 2, 42). 
Brown et al. further show a network connecting the server to the computers (see col. 5, 
lines 2-5),. and a user interface allowing a requester to input account information and to receive 
account variance output (see col. 15, lines 1-2), but Brown et al. do not explicitly show that the 
reconciliation is between the parent and subsidiary; displaying a data entry table on the 
subsidiary computer; displaying on the subsidiary computer guidelines of at least one of the 
claimed types; or automatically comparing the additional entries to that stored in the database to 
determine whether it is duplicative. 

However, the examiner takes official notice that to provide a server capable of 
performing these steps is notoriously old and well known in the art. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the apparatus of Brown et al. by providing a server 
configured to perform these steps in order to ensure that the consolidated balance sheets are 
correct, to ease data entry by providing a structured table and by providing guidance; and in 
order to avoid calculation errors by double-counting data. 
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Regard,„g data 25. .he serverofBrownetal. is further configured .0 automatically 
submit the accoutttinforn-ation to an account tracing app.icatio„(seeparagr.phbridgingcol. 

14-15). 

Regardingdaint 26, the server(42)ofBrowne,al. is configured to receive in—n 
by atleastoneofthelntemetCsee CO,. 5,Hnes2.5), an ,ntranet,a«ide area network, andaloea, 

area network. 

Regardingc.aim27.theserverofBrownetal. is configuredto receive account balance 

information (see example in cd. 15, lines 22-35). 

Regarding daim 30, the server of Brown et al. is configured to calculate an accoum 
variance using a pre-defined algorithm {see cd. 15, lines 20-22). 

Regarding claim 31. the server of Brown et al. ts configured to receive and store 

reconciliation information (see cd. 15. lines 20-22). 

Regardingdaim32,Brow„etal. disclose all elements noted abovcplusanetworlc-based 

system (see cd. 5, lines 2-5) for managing accounts reconciliation (see paragraph bridging cd. 
,4.15), satd system comprising:adient sub-system compnsingabrowserdnherenttn viewing 

tt,eWeb),-adata storage device for storingi«formation;aserver sub-system configured to be 

coupled to said dien. sub-system and said database (via 60), said server sub-system further 
configured to: access an account recondliationsystemaf^er logging onto the system withauser 

identification and a password (see paragraph bridging cd. .4-15)., receive an account 
information from a centralized database (via 60); and submit accounting entnes to balance the 
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account based on the received account information to the centralized database to reconcile 
account variances (see step 616; col. 15, lines 1 1-14), but Brown et al. do not explicitly show 
that the reconciliation is between the parent and subsidiary; displaying a data entry table on the 
subsidiary computer; displaying on the subsidiary computer guidelines of at least one of the 
claimed types; or automatically comparing the additional entries to that stored in the database to 
determine whether it is duplicative. 

However, the examiner takes official notice that to provide a server capable of 
performing these steps is notoriously old and well known in the art. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the apparatus of Brown et al. by providing a server 
configured to perform these steps in order to ensure that the consolidated balance sheets are 
correct, to ease data entry by providing a structured table and by providing guidance; and in 
order to avoid calculation errors by double-counting data. 

Regarding claim 33, the client sub-system of Brown et al. is further configured with: a 
displaying component to display available options to the user (via a monitor); and a sending 
component to send an inquiry to the server sub-system so that the server sub-system can process 
and download the requested information to the client sub-system (see col. 156, lines 1-3). 

Regarding claim 34, the sending component of Brown et al. functions in response to a 
click of a mouse button (inherent input device). 

Regarding claim 37, the server subsystem of Brown et al. is further configured with: a 
collection component for collecting information from users into the centralized database (via 
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60)atraoki„g oomponem for tracldng— ion on an on-going basis;ad,sp.aying 
component for displayinginfo™a.ion;areceiving component for rece,ving an inquiry ft^^ 
o.ie„,subsys.enr(viaa— );andanaccessingcon,ponen.foracoessing,hecen.a,.ed 
aa^base and causing the retrieved rnforma.ion.0 be displayed on tHecUe„.sub.sys.en,(s.eco,. 

15, lines 1-3). 

Regarding claim 38, tire server subsystem ofBrownetal. is fortl^er configured witha 
.eeiv,ngc„,npo„en.forreceiv,ng an inquiry .0 provide infomration from one ofapluralrty of 

users (see col. 15, lines 1-3). 

Regardmg claim 39, tbe server subsystem of Brown et al. is firrther configured with a 
processingcomponentfor searching andprocessingreceived inquiries against the data storage 
device containingavarretyofinformationcollectedby the coUecfioncomponent(viaserver42). 

Regarding claim 40. the server subsystem of Brown et al. is further configured with a 
retrieving component to retrieve information from tbe data storage device (via 60). 

Regarding claim 41 , the server subsystem of Brown et al. is further configured with an 
information fulfillment component thatdownloads the requested information after receiving 
ftom the database to the pluralityofusers in the order in whrch the requests were receivedby the 

receiving component (see col. 15, lines 1-3). 

Regarding claim 42. the server subsystem of Brown et al. is fttrther configured to print 
requested information (see col. 15, lines 19-20, "hard copy"). 
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Regarding daim43. the server subsysternofBrownetal. is further configured to accept 

an inquiry from a user (see col. 15, lines 1-3). 

Regardingdaims 44 and45,theserversubsysten,ofBrown eta., is ft,r.i,er configured 

,o: d,splay information on client sub-system; and rece.ve an inquiry from d.e cl.ent 

sub-system (see col. 15, lines 1-3). 

Regarding daim46. the server subsystemofBrownetai. is ftrther configured to:traclc 

information onareal time basis'.and store information onareal time basis by add,ngnew 

information to the cent^iized database onarea, time basis to provide up-to date —on 

instantaneouslytotheuseruponarequestanformationistrackedandstoredassoonasitts 

received). 

Regardingclaim47.the server subsystemofBrownetai. is further configured to receive 

information entered on-line (see col. 5, lines 2-5). 

Regardtag claim 48, the server subsystem of Brown et a., is further configured to receive 
mformation entered through atleastoneofavoiceactivationcommandandadevice connected 

to the dient sub-system (see keyboard in Fig. 2). 

Regarding claim 50. the server subsystem of Brown e. al. is fttrther configured to display 
HTML document downloaded by the server sub-system (see col. 5, lines 2-10). 

Regarding daim 51. the server subsystem of Brown e. al. is ftmher configured to d,splay 
a, least one altemafiveoutofvarious alternatives availableto the userdtis inherent that the user 

be given at least one alternative. 



an 
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Regarding claim 52, the server subsystem of Brown et al. is further configured to receive 
an account information further comprises the step of displaying at least one of a B SLA, an 
affiliate BSLA, an Account Number, a Description of the Account (see col. 8, lines 58-67), a 
Treasury Balance indicating the treasury balance booked by a parent corporation, a Business 
Balance indicating the amount booked by a subsidiary of the parent corporation, a Contact Name 
of the BSLA selected, a Contact Phone Number of the contact name, a Fiscal Month, a start date 
of the fiscal month, and an end date of the fiscal month. 

Regarding claim 53, the server subsystem of Brown et al. is further configured to receive 
an account information further comprises the step of receiving a variance amount between a 
business balance and a treasury balance (see col. 15, lines 20-22). 

Regarding claim 54, the server subsystem of Brown et al. is further configured to receive 
an account information further comprises the 'steps of: display at least one row to enter 
information; and display at least one column to allow a user to input at least one of a dollar 
amount Booked by Business (see col. 8, lines 58-67), a dollar amount Booked by Treasury, a 
Currency Code, a Conversion Rate, a Description, a date of transaction, an amount identified in 
Treasury Journal, a Treasury Source relating to the treasury journal, a code for an Office and a 
Legal Entity. 

Regarding claim 55, the server subsystem of Brown et al. is further configured to: enter 
against an account identifier (see col. 8, lines 58-67) at least one of a dollar amount Booked by 
Business, a dollar amount Booked by Treasury, a Currency Code, a Conversion Rate, a 
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Description, a date of transaction, an amount identified in Treasury Journal, a Treasury Source 
relating to the treasury journal, a code for an Office and a Legal Entity; and store against the 
account identifier at least one of a dollar amount Booked by Business, a dollar amount Booked 
by Treasury, a Currency Code, a Conversion Rate, a Description, a date of transaction, an 
amount identified in Treasury Journal, a Treasury Source relating to the treasury journal, a code 
for an Office and a Legal Entity. 

Regarding claim 56, the server subsystem of Brown et al. is further configured to: 
compute a new account variance between a business balance and a treasury balance; download 
the new account variance (see col. 15, lines 30-35); and display the new account variance. 

Regarding claim 57, the server subsystem of Brown et al. is further configured to 
generate account reconciliation information in a variety of reporting formats (see col. 15, lines 
18-20). 

Regarding claim 58, the server subsystem of Brown et al. is further configured to: 
download requested information from said server sub-system; and display requested information 
on said client sub-system in response to the inquiry (via monitor). 

Regarding claim 59, the server subsystem of Brown et al. is further configured to print 
requested information (see col. 15, lines 18-20). 

Regarding claim 60, the server subsystem of Brown et al. is further configured to: receive 
an inquiry from a user (see col. 15, lines 1-3)., accept the inquiry from a user; and deliver 
information to the user in response to the inquiry. 
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Regarding claim 62, the server subsystem of Brown et al. is further configured to display 
an HTML document downloaded by said server sub-system (see col. 5, lines 2-10). 

Regarding claim 63, the server subsystem of Brown et al. is further configured to display 
at least one alternative from various alternatives available to the user (inherent). 

Regarding claim 64, the server subsystem of Brown et al. is further configured to: access 
the centralized database (via 60); search the database regarding the specific inquiry; retrieve 
information from the database; and transmit the retrieved information to the client system for 
display by the client system. 

Regarding claim 65, the server subsystem of Brown et al. is fiirther configured to select 
one of a method for submitting accounting entries out of at least an Enter Cash Account 
Reconciliation and a Down/up Load Cash Account Reconciliation (see paragraph bridging col. 
14-15). 

Regarding claim 66, the server subsystem of Brown et al. is further configured to: enter a 
user input against an account identifier at least one of a dollar amount Booked by Business (see 
col. 8, lines 58-67), a dollar amount Booked by Treasury, a Currency Code, a Conversion Rate, a 
Description, a date of transaction, an amount identified in Treasury Journal, a Treasury Source 
relating to the treasury journal, a code for an Office and a Legal Entity; store the user input 
against the account identifier at least one of a dollar amount Booked by Business, a dollar 
amount Booked by Treasury, a Currency Code, a Conversion Rate, a Description, a date of 
transaction, an amount identified in Treasury Journal, a Treasury Source relating to the treasury 
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journal, a code for an Office and a Legal Entity; upload the user input to update the account 
information; and compute new account variance between a business balance and a treasury 
balance. 

Regarding claim 67, the server subsystem of Brown et al. is further configured to: create 
required files associated with the account; display against an account identifier (see col. 8, lines 
58-67), at least one of a BSLA, an affiliate BSLA, an Account Number, a Description of the 
Account, a Treasury Balance indicating the treasury balance booked by a parent corporation, a 
Business Balance indicating the amount booked by a subsidiary of the parent corporation, a 
Contact Name of the BSLA selected, a Contact Phone Number of the contact name, a Fiscal 
Month, a start date of the fiscal month, and an end date of the fiscal month; display at least one 
column to allow a user to input at least one of a dollar amount Booked by Business, a dollar 
amount Booked by Treasury, a Currency Code, a Conversion Rate, a Description, a date of 
transaction, an amount identified in Treasury Journal, a Treasury Source relating to the treasury 
journal, a code for an Office and a Legal Entity; accept a user input against the account identifier 
and at least one of a dollar amount Booked by Business, a dollar amount Booked by Treasury, a 
Currency Code, a Conversion Rate, a Description, a date of transaction, an amount identified in 
Treasury Journal, a Treasury Source relating to the treasury journal, a code for an Office and a 
Legal Entity; and store the user input against the account identifier and at least one of a dollar 
amount Booked by Business, a dollar amount Booked by Treasury, a Currency Code, a 



Application: 09/747,908 
Art Unit: 3627 



Paper No. 20060710 
Page 14 



Conversion Rate, a Description, a date of transaction, an amount identified in Treasury Journal, a 

Treasury Source relating to the treasury journal, a code for an Office and a Legal Entity. 

Regarding claim 68, the server subsystem of Brown et al. is further configured to: upload 

the user input to update the account information; and compute a new account variance between a 

business balance and a treasury balance (see col. 15, lines 20-22). 

Regarding claim 69, the server subsystem of Brown et al. is further configured to connect 

to the client sub-system via a network and wherein the network is one of a wide area network, a 

local area network, an intranet, and the Internet (see col. 5, lines 2-5). 

Regarding claim 70, Brown et al. disclose all elements discussed above, plus a network 
based account reconciliation system coupled to a centralized database (via 60), said system 
comprising: a client sub-system including a browser; a data storage device for storing 
information; a server sub-system (42) configured to be coupled to said client sub-system and said 
database, said server sub-system further configured to: receive an account information (see col. 
8, lines 58-67); analyze accounting entries relating to the account based on the account 
information; compute the account variance by comparing the received account information 
against the account information stored in said centralized database (see col. 15, lines 20-22); 
report the account variance to a user in response to an inquiry (see col. 15, lines 18-20); and 
prompt the user for additional accounting information, but Brown et al. do not explicitly show 
that the reconciliation is between the parent and subsidiary; or automatically comparing the 
additional entries to that stored in the database to determine whether it is duplicative. 
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However, the examiner takes official notice that to provide a server capable of 
performing these steps is notoriously old and well known in the art. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the apparatus of Brown et al. by providing a server 
configured to perform these steps in order to ensure that the consolidated balance sheets are 
correct, and in order to avoid calculation errors by double-counting data. 

Alternatively, Brown et al. show all elements except that the reconciliation is between the 
parent and subsidiary; prompting the user associated with the subsidiary to enter additional 
accounting entries; or automatically comparing the additional entries to that stored in the 
database to determine whether it is duplicative. 

However, the examiner takes official notice that to provide a server capable of 
performing these steps is notoriously old and well known in the art. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the apparatus of Brown et al. by providing a server 
configured to perform these steps in order to ensure that the consolidated balance sheets are 
correct, to facilitate reconciliation by instructing the user to provide needed information; and in 
order to avoid calculation errors by double-counting data. 

Regarding claim 71, the server subsystem of Brown et al. is further configured to submit 
the account information to an account tracking application (via 14 and 22). 

Regarding claim 72, the server subsystem of Brown et al. is further configured to receive 
and store at least one of a user's account balance information and reconciliation information (see 
paragraph bridging col. 14-15). 
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Regarding claim 73, the server subsystem of Brown et al. is further configured to receive 
the account information via at least one of an intranet, the Internet, a local area network, and a 
wide area network (see column 5, lines 2-5). 

10. Claims 28, 29, and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brown et al. (US 6,532,450), in view of the well known prior art, as applied to claims 24 and 32 
above, and further in view of Hollander et al. (Accounting Information Technology, and 
Business Solutions). 

Brown et al., in view of the well known prior art, disclose all the claimed limitations as 
set forth above, but fail to expressly disclose the use of access controls to restrict unauthorized 
access to accounting systems. However, Hollander et al. disclose accounting information 
systems and the use of access controls to restrict unauthorized access to the systems (see pages 
463-464). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to further modify the system of Brown et al. with the access control 
taught by Hollander et al., because accounting data is sensitive information that is most accurate 
when protected from authorized tampering. 

1 1 . Claim 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Brown et al. 
(US 6,532,450), in view of the well known prior art, as applied to claims 32-34 above, and 
further in view of Yamall et al. (US 6,625,617). 
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Brown et al., in view of the well known prior art, disclose all the claimed limitations as 
set forth above, but fail to expressly disclose the use of a voice command input of data. 
However, Yamall et al. teach the use of accounting system that allows users to input data via 
voice command (see column 14, lines 26-28). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Brown et al. with a voice 
command input device as taught by Yamall et al, because voice command input devices allow 
users that are incapable of using physical input devices such as a keyboard or mouse with the 
ability to input information. 

12. Claims 49 and 61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brown et al. (US 6,532,450), in view of the well known prior art, as applied to claims 32 and 47 
above, and further in view of Erwin et al. (US 6,249,770). 

Brown et al., in view of the well known prior art, disclose all the claimed limitations as 
set forth above, but fail to expressly disclose a server subsystem configured to submit a request 
through pull down menus. However, Erwin et al. teach the use of an financial system that 
utilizes pull-down menus to input information (see column 9, lines 17-18). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further 
modify the system of Brown et al. so as to use pull-down menus as taught by Erwin et al., 
because pull-down menus provide a user-friendly graphical user interface for the input of 
information. 
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Response to Arguments 

n. AppHca„.-sargun,e„.f.edApri,27,2006havebee„fi.Uyco„sideredbu.are„o,persu.^^^ 

,4 Regard,„g,heargume„.s.hatB.owne.a..donotdisdoseanofU.e.eoitedm„c.io„a, 
,.„g„ag»eci.edbyappHoan..sappa..sc,ai™s,suchasd,esa.espec,r,cre«^ 

various business e„tities(e,./pare„C"«"e.c.).a.ci.a.io„of 
declaimed invention u,us..suUi„asm.cn.ra.difee„ce between .heclai^edi^^^^^^ 

Casey, i 52 USPQ 235 (CCPA 1967) and In re 0„o, 1 36 USPQ 458. 459 (CCPA .963). 
,5. Tothee..ent.ha.applioan.isarguing.ha,.hereferencesappliedin,bereiectionfai.to 
use 4e same names for certain elements as the names used by applicant, the argument is 
irrelevant, as it is noted that .he disclosure in a reference must show the claimed elements 
arranged in the same manner as in theCaims. but asused in 

theclaims in ordertobe anticipatory. See 15 USPQ2d 1566 (Fed. Cir. 1990). 

,6 Regarding the traversal of the examinefs taking of official notice, the traversal is no. a 
proper traversal because apphcant fails to addressee stated obJect(s)as to what is well known. 
Applicant appears to be confi^sed between .he examiner-sfnding of what is and is notprior art, and 
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the motivation to combine the various elements of prior art. What applicant states is the examiner's 
statement of official notice is, in fact, the examiner's statement of the motivation to combine. 

So, to the extent that applicant is arguing that the examiner has failed to provide a 
reference as evidence of what the examiner has found to be "well known" prior art, the argument 
has been disregarded as merely spurious, since challenging the existence of well known prior art 
by merely arguing that the fact is not supported by a reference, without stating for the record that 
the examiner is wrong or that applicant is without knowledge of the prior art teaching (or, as in 
this case, stating for the record that the examiner is wrong or that applicant is without knowledge 
of something other than the officially noticed fact as to what is well known prior art), does not 
constitute a proper traversal of the finding(s). Whereas any fiirther traversal would no longer be 
seasonable, the objects of the well known statements are therefore now deemed and considered 
henceforth to be admitted prior art. See MPEP § 2144.03(C). 

And, to the extent that applicant is arguing that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or 
modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some 
teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the 
knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 
1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and/n re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. 
Cir. 1992). In this case, the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art 
would include taking steps to ensure the accuracy of accounting data being input into a database. 
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Conclusion 

17. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to the disclosure. 

1 8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy 
as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of 
the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the 
THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the 
date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory 
period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS fi'om the mailing date of this final action. 

19. Any inquiry concerning this communication, or earlier communications, should be 
directed to the examiner, Jerry O'Connor, whose telephone number is (571) 272-6787, and 
whose facsimile number is (571) 273-6787. 

The examiner can normally be reached weekdays from 9:30 to 6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Mr. Alexander Kalinowski, can be reached at (571) 272-6771. 

Official replies to this Office action may be submitted by any one of fax, mail, or hand 
delivery. Faxed replies are preferred and should be directed to (571) 273-8300. Mailed replies 
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should be addressed to "Commissioner for Patents, PO Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450." 
Hand delivered replies should be delivered to the "Customer Service Window, Randolph Building, 
401 Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 22314." 



GJOC \ ^ y ^ J"" 

July 10, 2006 -^//^/^g 

Gerald J. O'Connor 
Primary Examiner 
Group Art Unit 3627 



